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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED 


24, LINCOLN’S "INN FIELDS, W.C. 
EsTaBLIsHED 1853, 000 


£208,130 


"Debentures and Debenture Stock ... bile iad 

_ REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
& Proposal Forms information Society’s Offices. 

é ‘4 ~ OSCAR NASH, ris, deus and Secretary. 


REEVES & TURNER, 


LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS. 


5) 








F LIBRARIES VALUED OR PURCHASED. 
Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and Text-Books always on Sale. 





4 BREAM’S BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, E.C. 


FORMERLY OF 100, CHANCERY LANE AND CAREY STREET, 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 


SOCIETY, 
FULLY SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - «= £2,000,000 
PAID-UPANDONCALL -.- = = £200,000 
RESERVES - = = = = «= «= £180,000 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonDs. MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 


(EAD OFFICE : 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, Z.C, 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 

Xx In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 

LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtaimad on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licenssd Properties promptly, without 

special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 

















ESTABLISHED 1836. 








FUNDS - ine - 
INCOME - . - - 
YEARLY BUSINESS (1901) 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - 


- £ 3,900,000 
- £467,000 
- £1,663,159 
- £ 13,900,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wirsovr Prorrrs. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Age | Premium | Age Premium | Age | Premium | 
80 | 116 %,| 40 | #2 10°}, 





20 | a1 78%, 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 








Duration 30 yrs. 40 yrs. | 


£1,724 | £2,067 | 





‘10 yrs. | 


om 


“Kouat of Play | 41,199 | 1,438 





4 Full information on application to 
| THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





VOL. XLVI., No. 45. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER 6, 1902. 





*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JoURNAL, 


All letters intended for publication in the SOLICITORS’ JoURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 





Contents. 


CUBBENT TOPIOS ncsssccesccssssseeressserseres 187 | Lagat Nuws 


AxBsoLUTE AssiGNMENTS OF CHOSES IN 














Posiic GexERaL STATUTES. 





Cases Reported this Week. 


Re Gardiner 740 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Swinren Eany sat till twenty-five minutes to 
seven on Wednesday last. No point of legal interest was 
decided, but a question of considerable importance arose—viz., 
whether a Vacation Judge has jurisdiction to deal with a motion 
on the Crownside. It became unnecessary to decide the point as 
an undertaking was ultimately given which was sufficient for the 
purposes of justice. 





Tue mertine of the Trade Union Oongress has naturall 
called attention once again to recent judicial decisions whi 
have seriously affected the | position of trade unions. The 
unionist leaders are apparently not all inclined to acquiesce in 
the consequences of the Zaff Vale case, by which the union funds 
are made available for answering damage caused to employers 
by tortious acts committed at the instigation of the union in the 
course of a strike. In the existing state of the law it is very 
difficult to say what conduct is tortious, and it is to be gathered 
from the report of the Parliamentary Committee that, with Mr, 
Patmer’s help, the funds are to be protected by means of a 
company registered under the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1900. 
Meanwhile, it would be wellif employers and men alike gave 
heed to the words of advice with which Bienam, J., concluded 
his recent judgment in the case of the South Wales Miners’. 
Federation. These matters are better settled by friendly 
negotiation than by appeals to the courts of law. 





THe case of al Exe Assurance Ci ation v. 
Sjofor sakrings Aktie- et Vega (1902, 2 K. B. 384) is a some- 
what singular instance of litigation upon the construction of a 
statute continuing after the difficulty in question has been 
removed by an amending statute. By section 93 (2) of the 
Stamp Act, 1891, it was provided that a policy of sea insurance 
should not be valid “ unless it specifies the particular risk or 
adventure, the names of the subscribers or underwriters, 
and the sum or sums insured, and is made for a period 
not exceeding twelve months.” In ice, however, it 
was found necessary to extend time policies beyond the 
twelve months by adding a ‘‘continuation clause,” to the 
effect that if the ship should be at sea or abroad at the 
expiration of the policy she should remain insured until arrival 
in this country. It was attempted in the present case to get 
over this apparent evasion of section 93 by treating the policy as 
two policies—one a time policy for twelve months, and the other 
a voyage policy. But the argument was open to the objection 
that the continuation clause was invalid as a separate policy 
since it did not — the particular risk insured against, 
and upon this groun aHaM, J., rejected it. His decision, 
however, only went to shew that a loss taki as in the 
case before him, after the twelve months was not covered by the 
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policy, and he did not go the len of holding that the polic 
was altogether invalidated by E> ccntianatee clause. Phe 
decision has been affirmed in the Court of Appeal upon the same 
grounds. The ¢ermins of the voyage home which the clause was 
meant to cover were not fixed, and hence the particular risk 
was not specified so as to satisfy the statute. Immediately, 
however, upon the original decision being given the Legislature 
recognized that the principle of the clause was essential for 
marine insurance, and by section 11 of the Finance Act, 1901, it 
was legalized, the first sub-section enacting that, notwith- 
standing anything contained in the Stamp Act, 1891, a policy 
of sea insurance made for time may contain a continuation 
clause as defined in the section—.¢., an agreement to the effect 
stated above. 





AN INTERESTING question with respect to the relations between 
directors of a company and their shareholders was raised in the 
recent case of Percwal v. Wright (1902, 2 Ch. 421). Itis well 
settled that directors occupy a fiduciary position in respect of 
the property of the company. ‘‘ Although,” said Linptey, L J,, 
in Re Lands Allotment Co. (42 W. R. 404; 1894, 1 Ch. 616), 
‘“‘directors are not properly speaking trustees, yet they have 
always been considered and treated as trustees of money which 
comes to their hands or which is actually under their control.” 
But in the present case the attempt was made to carry this 
doctrine further and to place the directors in a fiduciary position 
with regard to individual shareholders in reepect of dealings with 
shares. Shareholders in a company called Nixon’s Navigation Co. 
(Limited) were desirous of disposing of their shares and inquired 
of the secretary of the company as to probable purchasers. In 
the result the shares were purchased by certain of the directors 
at £12 10s. ashare. This price was based upon independent 
valuation, but the vendors subsequently discovered that, before 
and during their own negotiations for sale, the board of 
directors were engaged in negotiations for the sale of 
the entire undertaking of the company at a price which 
would have given the shares a value considerably in excess 
of £12 10s. In the result these negotiations were fruitless, but 
the shareholders contended that they should have been disclosed 
to them so that they might have had the chance of retaining 
their shares and taking the profit which would have accrued 
from the proposed sale of the undertaking. Under the circum- 
stances this profit was somewhat unsubstantial, but at any rate 
' Sworren Eapy, J., held that the claim made by the 
shareholders to have the sale set aside could not be 
su It seems to have been admitted that no fiduciary 
position stands in the way of dealings between a director 
and a shareholder in cases where there is no question of the sale 
of the undertaking, but it was urged that when that question 
arose the position was altered. The distinction, however, 
seems not to be based upon any principle, and it was rejected 
by Swisren Eavy,J. ‘The true rule,” he said, “is that a 
sharehelder is fixed with knowledge of all the directors’ 
powers, and has no more reason to assume that they are not 
negotiating a sale of the undertaking than to assume that they 
are not exercising any other power.” In other words, a share- 
holder in dealing with a director knows that he is dealing with 
@ person who has ial sources of information, and he cannot 
claim the benefit of any advantage which the director may 
derive from his position. 





Tue vecision of the House of Lords in Farquharson v. King 
(1902, A. C. 325) has been already discussed in these columns 
(supra, Spe but it is worth while to return to it 7 = 

urpose of calling attention to passages in the judgments 
Lond Chancellor and Lord Macyacurex which a not strictly 
necessary to support their decision, and which may possibly lead 
to some controversy at a future period. It will be remembered 
that the appellants, who were timber merchants, warehoused with 
a dock company the timber they imported and instructed 
the dock company to accept all transfer or delivery orders 
signed by their clerk. The clerk, under an assumed name, 
fraudulently sold timber of the appellants to the responden 
who knew nothing of the appellants or of the clerk under his 
eal name, and who bought and paid the clerk for the timber in 





to 
‘ 


good faith. The clerk carried out the sales by giving the dock 
company orders for the transfer of timber into his assumed nam, 
and then in that name giving delivery orders to the respondents, 
The decision of the House of Lords was that the appellants wen 
entitled to recover from the respondents the value of the timber, 
and the Lord Chancellor, in giving his opinion, expressed himself 
as follows: ‘A servant has stolen his master’s goods and thy 
question arises whether the persons who have received thew 
ds innocently can set up a title against the master. . . , 
hat it was a stealing there cannot be the smallest doubt, anj 
indeed I feel great hesitation in treating seriously the argument 
that it was not. . . . It is not denied that he (thy 
clerk) had no actual authority to dispose of these good, 
and because by a circuitous process he allows an innocent 
agent . . . to remove the goods from the place whey 
they had been stored by the master, that, forsooth, 
not to be an asportavit! Why not? Assuming always th 
element of fraud, the intention to commit a crime—which is no} 
denied—what clement is there wanting to make this a stealing?” 
Lord MacnacuTen also speaks of the clerk as a thief, though 
he apparently reserves the question whether he could b 
convicted of larceny. There is some difficulty, as it appears t 
us, in shewing that the clerk himself obtained possession of the 
timber in such a manner as to make him guilty of theft within 
the meaning of the criminal law. It must be remembered that 
the law of larceny is highly technical, and that the decision 
which lay down the principles of this law belong to a time whe 
dealings with goods were much more simple than they am 
now. The transfer of the goods into the name of a fictitiow 
person may be taken to have been inoperative. There was the 
what purported to be a sale by this fictitious person, ands 
delivery of the goods to innocent vendees. No doubt this sale 
and delivery was procured by the clerk, but can it be said that 
he ever had even the constructive possession of the goods? And 
to procure a conviction for larceny constructive possession & 
least, or more probably actual possession by the taker, is 
essential. Apparently it would not be safe to rely on ths 
resent case in a matter depending on the technical view of 
ceny incorporated in the criminal law. 








ABSOLUTE ASSIGNMENTS OF CHOSES IN ACTION. 
Il. 


WE have seen that an assignment of a debt or other chose is 
action may be absolute, and not purportiug to be by way a 
charge only, within the meaning of section 25 (6) of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, notwithstanding that it is by way of 
mortgage, or that it is in trust as to the whole, or as to th 
surplus after payment of a debt or debts, for the assignor 
But although an assigoment is not excluded from the sub 
section because it is an assignment by way of mortgage, ye 
the decision of the Cuurt of Appeal in Durham Brothers ¥. 
Robertson (1898, 1 Q. B. 765) makes it necessary to conside 
further whether the assignment is really absolute, so that th 
property vests in the assignee and remains ia him even afte 
payment of the mortgage debt until he actually reassign 
it, or whether it is conditional and passes the properly 
to the assignee only until satisfaction of the debs 
In the case just mentioned, a firm of builda 
charged a sum of £1,030, which was to become due # 
them under a building contract, as security for certain advanom 
and the document proceeded: ‘‘ We hereby assign our interes 
in the above-mentioned sum until the money with added inter 
be repaid to you.” It was held by the Oourt of Appeal that the 
words “until the money,” &c., made the assignment of 
ditional, and that, in the interests of the original debtor, suchs 
case was not intended to fall within the sub-section. j 
Lord Justice Currry, who delivered the ating judgments 
the Court of Appeal, observed that in enacting the provision d 
the sub-section, two things had to be considered ; first, i 
simplifying the remedy in favour of the assignee; and secondly, 
the protection of the original debtor. To secure the first obj# 
it is necessary that assignments should, as far as possible, v# 
the legal right to sue in the assignee, But the matter 
be od also from the point of view of 
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debtor, and in his interest it is important that he should know 
in whom the legal property in the debt is at any moment vested, 
o if the point depends on the state of the 
accounts between the creditor and his assignee. 
nent of the money advanced,” said Ourrry, L.J., ‘is an uncertain 
event and makes the assignment conditional. Where the Act 
lies, it does not leave the original debtor in uncertainty as to 
rson to whom the legal right is transferred ; it does not 
involve him in any question as to the state of the accounts 
between the mortgagor and the mortgagee. The legal right is 
transferred, and is vested in the i 
machinery provided by the Act for the reverter of the legal right 
to the assignor dependent on the performance of a condition ; the 
only method within the provisions of the Act for revesting in the 
asignor the legal right is by a retransfer to the assignor followed 
by @ notice in writing to the debtor, as in the case of the 
Hence, if the assignment is in 
form absolute, so as to vest the property in the mortgagee 
until he reassigns, then the Act applies; if it is expressed to 
operate as an assignment only until the mortgage debt is 
paid, then the Act does not apply, for the reason that the 
original debtor would not at any given moment know to whom 
the money was due. 

The decision of the Court of Appeal in Durham Brothers v. 
Robertson is perhaps open to the charge of over-refinement. 
does not seem to have been necessary to import into an assign- 
ment of a chose in action, which could only take effect to pass the 
legal estate by statute, the technicalities of conditional limita- 
tious of real estate. It would have tended to simplify the law 
had the words “until the money with added interest be 
repaid” been treated, not as making the assignment condi- 
tional, but as giving a right to a reassignment upon payment. 
And such a construction would really have been in the interest 
of the original debtor in the chose in action, for it would have 
made it much easier to say in any given case whether an 
sssigoment had operated to pass the legal estate so to give a 
As the matter now stands, the 
ebtor has to consider, not only whether there has been an 
assignment followed by notice in writing to him, but whether 
there are words added which make the assignment conditional 
under the doctrine of the case in question, so that he is bound 
to disregard the notice and treat the original creditor as still 
The law would, apparently, have been 
more favourable both to the assignee and the original debtor 
had the Oourt of Appeal taken a broader view of what 
constitutes an absolute assignment. 

The next decision which calls for notice—TZhe Mercantile Bank 
of London vy. Evans (1899, 2 Q. B. 613)—was also a decision of 
the Oourt of Appeal. The defendant with others had entered into 
an agreement with VansiTrarT to guarantee certain sums for 
romotion expenses of a company. The amount for which 
fendant was responsible was £100. VansiTrarT procured 
from the plaintiffs an advance of £200, and as security he 
executed a document by which he assigned to them the whole of 
his “rights and interest under the agreement . 
security for the repayment on demand of the said sum o: 
and he appointed them his attorneys to exercise all his rights 
under the agreement either in his name or their own. But for 
the decision of the Court of Appeal it would have been pretty 
clear that this amounted to an absolute assi 
meaning of sub-section 6. 





gnd this he cannot 
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ment within the 
It is difficult to see how an assignment 
of the benefit of the agreement could be more effectively made 
by assigning all the rights and interest of the assignor 
under it, and the addition of the words ‘‘as security,” &c., 
merely showed that the assignment was by way of mortgage, 
With the consequent right of the assignor to reassignment on 
repayment of the loan. But when the plaintiffs sought to 
ees, and sued the defendant to 
recover his £100, it was held by the Court of Appeal (Lord 
ury, O., and A. L, Surra and Vavenan Wiis, L.JJ.), 

that there was no absolute assignment, and that they were not 
entitled to sue in their own names, 
whose judgment the Lord Chancellor concurred, put this result 
e ground that, since the assignment was by way of 
it would cease to be operative upon the debt being 
The reason, of course, begs the point at issue, An 


exercise their rights as assi 





assignment by way of mortgage ceases upon payment 
to be required for the security of ‘the mortgagee, but it does 
not cease to be operative. The only result of the 
payment is that the mo becomes entitled to a re- 
assignment. “The present,” said the learned judge, “is not a 
a mortgage, for there was no absolute assignment of the benefit 
of the contract at all, but merely an assignment sufficient to 
secure repayment of the £200—that is, an assignment pro tanto.” 
Of course the same may be said of any assignment by way of 
mortgage, and the judgment, though it recogni and 
attempted to distinguish Tanored v. Delagoa B. Co. (38 
W. R. 15, 23 Q. B. D. 239), does not seem to be easily reconcil- 
able with it. The judgment of Vavenan Wrtt1ams, L.J., also 
seemed to miss the point of the earlier decisions, and he con- 
templated the possibility of the assignment being absolute only 
so long as the debt is unpaid. 

In the recent case of Hughes v. Pump House Hotel Co. (50 
W. R. 660 ; 1902,2 K. B. 190) the Court of Appeal (Maruew and 
Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) were of course unable to overrule 
Mercantile Bank of London v. Evans (supra), ye decision was 
explained as proceeding upon the ground the assignment 
was of only a part of erdle-ats explanation which hardly 
seems to justified by the judgments delivered—and the 
subject has been placed on a sounder footing by recognizing 
that an assignment by wg of security for a debt may 
absolute. A contractor for building works assigned toa bank 
all moneys due or to become due to him from the buildia 
owners under the building contract by way of security for a 
os - or to become “¥ = his current account with - 

tk. Notice in writing of this assignment was given to the 
building owners. Waist, J., held that, sctelidenliing the 
assignment, the assignor was entitled to sue ‘for moneys 
due under the building contract, and such a result seems 
to have been in accordance with Mercantile Bank of 
Iondon v. Evans. But, as already intimated, the Court 
of Appeal declined to treat that case as establishing that an 
assignment by way of security could not be absolute. ‘‘The 
learned judge,” said Marsew, L.J., referring to Waiczt, J., 
" appears to have been of opinion that the assignment was not 
absolute, but purported to Me by way of charge only, because 
the object was that it should be a continuing security for such 
amount as might from time to time be due from the assignor to 
the assignees. But if that were the true criterion, it might 
equally well be argued that a mortgage is not an absolute 
assignment, because under a mortgage it may become necessary 
to take an account in order to ascertain how much is due.” 
Hence in accordance with the earlier cases it was decided that 
the assignment, although by way of security, was absolute. ; 

For practical purposes this latest decision may be taken 
as removing the uncertainty with respect to the effect 
of an assignment by way of security which was caused 
by the cantile Bank cass, and such an assignment, 
provided it is intended to pass all the rights of the assignor, is 
absolute just as much as an assignment which is made subject 
to a proviso for redemption. The question was also raised, but 
not decided, whether an assignment of a part of a debt could 
be an absolute assignment within the meaning of the sub-section. 
In Durham Brothers v. ae (supra), where also the point 
was discussed, Currry, L.J., intimated an opinion that it could 
not. “It appears to me,” he said, “‘as at present advised. to 
be questionable whether an assignment of of an entire debt 
is within the enactment. If it be, it seem to leave it in 
the power of the original creditor to split up the single cause 
of action for the debt into as many —— 
causes of action as he might think fit.” in 
present case Maruew, L.J., said he would ex no opinion 
upon the question further than to say that much might be said 
in favour of the view that an assignment of part of a debt could 
not be an absolute assignment within the section. In Jones v. 
Humphrey (50 W.R. 191 ; 1902, 1 K.B. 10), however, the Divisional 
Court ( Atvsrstong, O.J., and Darume and Ouannstt. JJ.) 
considered it clear that an ascertained part of a debt might be 
eatnes, Comes & wm Som Se ae i of so much 
as should be necessary to pay a debt of the assignor of a 
specified amount was not an assignment of Wo ascertained 
with sufficient certainty. This branch of subject will 
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—— be expounded more fully in future decisions. It may 
added that by Walker v. Bradford Old Bank (32 W. R. 644, 
12 Q. B. D. 510), it was decided that moneys of unascertained 
amount to become due in the future might be the subject of 
absolute assignment, and also that an assignment might be 
completed by notice after the death of the assignor. 








REVIEWS. 
ROMAN-DUTCH LAW. 


A ConTRIBUTION TO AN ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF VoET's- Com- 
MENTARY ON THE PANDECTS, COMPRISING ALL THE TITLES ON 
PuRCHASE AND Satz, LEeTrinc aND Hirinc, MortTGAGEs, 
EvicTions, WARRANTY, AND ALLIED SUBJECTS: BEING LIB 
XVIII, XIX., XX,, XXL, anv Tir. VII. or Lis. XIII. By 
T. BERWICK, Barrister-at-Law, Retired Judge of the District 
Court of Colombo. Wir NoTes BY THE TRANSLATOR. NEW 
AND REVISED Epition. Stevens & Haynes. 


‘* Perhaps a greater testimony,” says Mr. Berwick in a prefato 
note to this edition, “‘to the mE pe excellence of ta Henan 
Dutch law, and to the pre-eminent merits of the illustrious jurist, 
Johannes Voet, could hardly be than that in such a Crown colony 
as Ceylon, in which that law has been for over a century 
exposed to the ——s of purely English law, and English 
exemplars and English influences on the bench and in legis- 
lation, and even at the bar, there should be to-day a demand 
for fresh issue of this translation of what is but a small 
portion of Voet’s great work.” It is an interesting fact that two 
systems so different as English and Roman-Dutch law should flourish 
in the dominions of the British Crown, and the importance of the 
latter system to Englishmen will be increased by the recent increase 
of territory in South Africa. For practitioners there and in 
Ceylon, who have occasion to resort to Voet’s Commentaries, we 
have no doubt that this edition, which is to some extent a substitute 
for the Latin original, will be welcome. 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION GUIDE. 


THE ARTICLED CLERK’s GUIDE TO THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINA- 
TION, AS IT AT PRESENT Exists, ON STEPHEN’S COMMENTARIES 
ON THE Laws oF ENGLAND, CONTAINING A COMPLETE COURSE 
or StupyY, wiTH NoTEs AND TEsT QUESTIONS ON THE ENTIRE 
Work, Lists or Staturzs, AND A CoMPLETE SELECTED DIGEST 
COMPILED FROM THE QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS HITHERTO SET 
AT THE EXAMINATION ON THOSE Parts oF STEPHEN’S COMMENT- 
Akres Now Examrnep On. Emspractnc EIGHTY-FIVE EXAMINA- 
TIONS UP TO AND INCLUSIVE OF THE EXAMINATION IN JANUARY, 
1902. INTENDED FOR THE USE OF ALL ARTICLED CLERKS WHO 
Have Not yet Passep THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. By 
CHARLEs THWAITES, Solicitor. Stevens & Haynes. 


The student will doubtless find this work of assistance to him in 
getting up “ Stephen’s,” though he would be mistaken in allowing 
any printed digest to be a substitute for notes carefully taken by 
himeelf as he goes through the work. Mr. Thwaites suggests 

scheme of work by which the prescribed portions can 
read in sixteen weeks, and he contemplates a second 
reading in half that time. The notes point out the matters in 
each cha to which attention requires to be directed, and give 
& series Of test questions which the student is to answer. He can 
then exercise himself in the numerous questions given in the latter 
pert of the book from examination papers, and by the help of the 
bh Mr. rovides he can judge of his readiness 

the examination. It may be noticed that the reference to statutes 

by their short titles is somewhat unmethodical. The section on 
Limitation gives on the same page, ‘‘ 21 James 1, c. 16,” 
3 & 4 Will. 4, c 42,” and the “ Real P Limitation Act, 1874” ; 
of the first two—the Limitation Act, 1623, and 

ure Act, 1833—are just as appropriate as the short 

] - Similarly there isa reference at p. 156 to 4 Geo. 

instead of to the “TIandlord and Tenant Act, 1730.” It 

us more convenient and instructive to use the short title 

years, and if done at all it should be done uniformly. 

to the examinstion questions are given clearly and 








says the Daily News, being an alumnus of the Jesvit 
, the members of the Stonyhurst Association have 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re GARDINER, 3rd and 4th Sept. 


Vacation Busmvess — Practices —Drvistonat Oounr— Vacation Jupep~ 
JuRisDIcTION—MorTIon on Crown SIDE. 


This was an ex parte motion for an order calling upon one Stewart, of 
Upper-street, Islington, to appear and explain a contempt of court. I 
appeared from the affidavit of Mr. Leighton, of Ipswich, a member of the 
firm of Leighton & Aldous, solicitors, that on the 30th of June la 
William Gardiner, of Peasenhall, Suffolk, was committed for trial fe 
the alleged wilful murder of Roseanne Harsent, a domestic 
at Peasenhall. On the 28th of August last, at Great Yarmouth, 
there was a waxworks show described as “‘Stewart’s Grand War. 
works from London.”’ A charge of twopence was made for admissim 
to the show, which was freely advertised, and was visited by a larg 
number of people from all parts of Suffolk. The show contained what 
purported to be a life-size portrait model of the deceased Roseanne 
Harsent, dressed in a domestic servant’s dress. She was represented 
si in a chair in front of a — canvas representing two side 
of a kitchen, a corner scene, and the accused was standing just behindm 
a threatening attitude with his left hand over her left shoulder, and with 
his face close up to her head, holding a thin narrow-bladed table-knife in 
his right hand, which was over her right shoulder, directly pointing at ani 
close to the throat of the deceased. e likeness of the man was notice. 
ably like the accused. On the breast of the figure of the girl was pinned 
a printed label with the words ‘‘The Suftolk Tradegy—Portrait Models 
of Wm. Gardiner, the accused, and Rose Harsent, the mesieoel Gt 
The oe was surrounded by wax effigies of well-known m 
who had been convicted of and executed for their crimes. Mr, 
Leighton, solicitor for the accused man Gardiner, was of opinion 
that the exhibition was likely to do the accused a gross injustice ani 
might cause a miscarriage of justice and prevent him receiving a fair 
trial. The exhibition of the group complained of had been made fo 
some weeks past, and the show was y visited. He was informed that 
Stewart was proprietor of the show and that he hired the premises from 
Albert Terry, who in turn hired them from the Revolving Tower &. 
of Great Yarmouth. In support of the application it was submitted, first, 
that the Vacation Judge is a Divisional Court under R. 8. O., ord. 63, r. 12: 
Short & Mellor’s Orown Office Practice, ed, 1890, refers to R v. Wat 
Ham Union (not reported) to the contrary; but Zhe Young Duchess (8 
T.L. B. 81) aseumes that he is. O.0.R. 254 seems to imply that a// motions 
on the Orown side must be made to a Divisional Oourt, and for the purposs 
of this head of argument it is assumed that this is so. Secondly, it: was 
said that this application can be made to a judge alone as 0.0.R. 254 only 
applies to applications dealt with by the rules. There is an inherent juris 
diction in the court apart from the rules: ¢f. Short & Mellor’s Crown Office 
Practice, ed, 1891, p. 420, ad. inf., and R. v Stanhope (unreported) 
there cited. In that case there was an application for articles of th 

ce in respect of which an application to a Divisional Court is necessary, 

e Vacation Judge (Abbott, O.J ) there held the offending party to bail 
appear in the next sittings and in the meantime to keep the peace. If thit 
is so, then under the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, s, 17, one judge can 
hear a motion of this sort. im ° 

Swinrsn Eavy, J., upon the 3rd of September, desired to consider the 
point, and arranged to give his decision in King’s Bench Ohambers upa 
the 4th of September. 

Upon the 4th of September Stewart attended in person, ani 
explained that what was complained of had been done by his 
servant without his knowledge or authority; that he had 
telegraphed to his agent to remove the figures and all advertisements, 
handbills, and posters relating to it, and he promised to go to Yarmouth 
himself by the next train and see that these instructions were carried out. 
He undertook to pay the costs already incurred. 


Upon this being done no further steps will be taken in the matter- 


ee Henlé. Souscrrons, Field, Roscoe, § Co., for Leighton § Aldom, 
; [Reported by J. E. Auvovs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 








The Board of Inland Revenue has appointed Mr. Evelyn Neeth # 
Secr to the Estate Duty Office at Somerset House, in the place 
Mr. Ro John Wallace, who has retired from the service. 


At the Wotton-under-Edge police-court, on the 29th ult., says t 
Times, Richard Dauncey, solicitor, of that town, and at one time chairma 
of the parish council, was charged with forging and uttering two equitable 

one to be from Mrs. Rosgblade, a widow, to Jol 
, and the other from Mrs. Pearce to Mr. Bradley. It Ww 


6, 
her husband’s business, had £600. He said he wal 
e on five new houses in Bristol, which were being bul 
. He gave her an equitable charge purporting to be 
, and received the £600. The defendant paid her in 
other case the allegation was that the defendant offer! 
similar property, and received a similar equitable charg 
interest regularly in this case, Mr. Bradley 
not. of these charges, and that in each case l 
forged. The defendant was committed for trial. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvurions. 


Davip Joun Huszarp, Oxartes Eve, Onartes Henry Eve, and Percy 
Gzorncz Hernaaz, solicitors (Hubbard, Son, & Eve), 110, Cannon-street, 
London, E.0. Augl. All debts due to and owing by the late firm will 
be received and paid by David John Hubbard, Charles Eve, and Charles 
Henry Eve, by whom the said business will in future continue to be 
carried on at the same address and under the same style or firm of 
Hubbard, Son, & Eve. 

Witi1am Henry Scorr and Artuur Hotes, solicitors (Scott & Holmes), 
London and Yorkshire Bank-chambers, Tyviel-street, Bradford, and at 
Ilkley, Yorks. Aug. 26. [Gazette, Aug. 29. 


GENERAL. 


The Finance Oommittee of the Southwark Borough Oouncil, on 
Wednerday, says the Zimes, brought up a special report with regard 
to the case of the Council v. Provident Clerks’ Association—a claim for the 
recovery of £1,000 under the guarantee policy of the late clerk to the 
Newington Vestry. The contention of the council was that they were 
unable to provide an affidavit in accordance with the terms of wd nef 
to the effect that all the terms and conditions upon which the policy been 
created had been fulfilled in all particulars during the whole of the thirty 
years it had been in force. The case came on before Mr. Justice Bigham, 
and in the result he made a strong charge against the council of scandal- 
ously wasting money by refusing to make the affidavit and 0 causiog 
law costs, and gave judgment on the points of law for the defendants. Tne 
committee felt that the strong comments of the judge were entirely uncalled 
for and at variance with the facts. They had considered whether the notice 
of appeal against the decision of Mr. Justice Bigham should be proceeded 
with or whether the council, through the town clerk or other = 
representing them, could honourably make the affidavit. Mr. McCall, 
K.C., counsel for the Provident Association, at the conclusion of the trial, 
stated that if there was a real difficulty as to the affidavit his clients were 
prepared to accept the report of the accountants. Tae committee had 
accordingly instructed the town clerk to make an affidavit as to the 
discovery of the falsifications by the clerk referred to and the result of the 
prosecution, and requested their chartered accountants to make an affidavit 
to the effect that no amount of checking of the books could have 
prevented the falsification of the books. 

In the City of London Court, on the 2nd inst., says the Zimes, Judge 
Rentoul, K.0., tried a case in which Mr. William Massam, commission 
broker, brought an action against Mr. OC. Middlebrook, Brunswick-road, 
Poplar, to recover the sum of £5 which had been paid to him for five seats 
at 132, Fleet-street, from which to view the Coronation procession on the 
27th of June. Mr. Miller, the plaintiff’s counsel, eaid that the case was 
different from any of the other Coronation seat claims which had been 
decided. On Monday, the 23rd of June, the plaintiff bought five seats of 
the defendant and paid £5 for them. When the procession was po 
the plaintiff asked for his money back, as he had distinctly bargained ‘‘ to 
see the show.’’ The defendant refused to refund any portion of the £5, 
saying that the plaintiff had bought his right to sit on the seats on the 
memorable Friday, and that he coulddo. Then the plaintiff decided to 
take the defendant at his word, and he and his friends went down to the 
shop on Friday, intending feo sit in the seats all day, as they had been told 
they might do so, The defendant was out at his lunch, and the plaintiff 
was deprived of the use of his seats for which he had paid somuch. There 
having been a failure of consideration, the whole of the money ought to be 
returned. The defendant denied having been so foolish as to guarantee 
that there would be a Coronation procession, and said that as he had lost 
heavily by the matter the plaintiff must put up with the loss. In his 
view that was a ectly honest position to take up. At the same time, if 
he had plenty of money perhaps he might have done differently. Judge 
Rentoul said there was no doubt the defendant sold the tickets so that the 
macy could view the proce:sion on the Friday. It wasnot the defendant's 

ault that there was no ceremony. The plaintiff could have sat in the 
seats all the Friday if he had wanted to. While he had the greatest 
yuseie with the plaintiff for losing his money, and while he would very 
much like to find for him, judgment must be given for the defendant with 
costs. He (the judge) happened to be in exactly the same tion as the 
plaintiff found himself occupying, so he was very sorry him. But 
Justice must be done. 

At the Mansion-house, on the 29th ult., saysthe Zimes, Ernest A tus 
Mason, 43, was charged, on remand, before Alderman Sir Frank Green, 
with that he, on the 12th of vuly, 1900, having been entrusted as attorney 
by Henry Dunk with a certain security for the payment of money—namely, 
a cheque for £88 9s. 7d.—with a direction in writing to apply the money 
for a certain purpose specified in the direction, unlawfully, in violation of 
good faith and contrary to the terms of the direction, converted to his own 
use and benefit the proceeds of the security. Mr. Bodkin appeared for 
the prosecution on behalf ot the Director of Public Prosecutions; Mr. 
Wild, solicitor, defended. In opening the case Mr Bodkin said that the 
defendant was until recently a solicitor practising m the City. 
Mr. Dunk, a merchant, who was appointed executor under the 
will of Mrs. Mary Winton, instructed the defendant to carry 
out the n steps regard to proving the will, The 


in 
defendant, as was r oat pee, See a sum of £88 9s, 7d. to pay 
e 11th of July, 1900, Mr. Dunk drew a 
specially indorsed with the 


probate fees and duty. On 


cheque for £88 9s. 7d., which he words, 





‘* Received the within for probate duty re Mrs. Mary Winton,” and handed 


to the defendant, who it into his account at Liloyd’s Bank. In 
special indorsement on the cheque ‘‘ Received the within 
ve Mrs. Mary Winton,”’’ which would be a direction in 
, Mr. Dunk wrote a letter to the defendant stating that the 
cheque was for duty and fees. The ue having been paid into the 
defendant’s banking account, the whole of it was, within a ae 
few weeks, drawn out in small amounts for the defendant’s purposes, 
no part of it found its way to Somerset House, Mr. Dunk inquired of 
the defendant from time to time when probate was going to be obtained, 
and the defendant said that they were very buy at Somerset House and that 
probate would be obtained shortly. On one occasion the defendant said 
that he had paid the duty, and that his clerk held the receipt for it. Mr. 
Dunk, not being satisfied, went to Somerset House and found that no 
money had been paid there and no steps taken to obtain probate. Mr. 
Dunk thereupon cted another firm of solicitors, and they obtained 
probate. Subsequently the beneficiaries under the will commenced, in 
the name of Mr. an action against the defendant for the recovery 
of the £88 9s 7d., and jadgment was obtained, but nothing was recovered 
under the judgment. Evidence having been given in support of the 
charge, the defendant said that he had an explanation of the charge. He 
was committed for trial at the next sessions of the Central Oriminal 
a was admitted to bail in two sureties in £100 each, or one surety 
£200. 

At a meeting of the Kendal Town Oouncil, held on the 26th ult. 
Alderman Monkhouse moved, s the Westmoreland Gazette, that the 
honorary freedom of the borough conferred upon Mr. Richard Pen- 
nington, solicitor, of London. He remarked that it could not be said 
that they had been very lavish in bestowing the freedom of the borough 
either upon strangers or upon Kendalians. He believed the only two in- 
stances they had on record were the cases of Sir James Whitehead and 
Sir Joseph Savory. Mr. Pennington was a Kendalian. He was a repre- 
sentative of an old Kendal family, a family which had been ia Westmore- 
land for many generations, He was born in Kirkland, in the house, he 
believed, lately occupied by Mr. George Rushforth, near the church gates. 
He was educated at the Grammar School here and at Sedbergh Grammar 
School, and he was articled to the late Town Clerk, Mr. Thomas Harrison. 
After serving his articles he proceeded to London, where he joined another 
Westmoreland man, Mr. Strickland Cookson, the celebrated solicitor who 
had the honour of being in that position a good number of years. . 
Pennington had been connected with the Incorporated Law Society for 
many years, and attained the high position of president in 1893. In con- 
sequence of increasing years he had to resign some of his important 
positions in connection with the society. He held the position of finance 
chairman, and in July the members of the society made him a handsome 
testimonial as an —— tion of the great work he had done on behalf of 
the society. He (Alderman Monkhouse) felt they had been somewhat 
remies in not recognizing the ability of many Kendalians who left the 
town and had gone to the great city and made their mark. There were 
other Kendalians who had done exceedingly well, but he did not know of 
anyone ia their position of life who had attained to a higher position than 
Mr, Pennington had done in his particular branch. Mr. Pennington had 


for probate du 
writing in i 


ed evidently a kind thought for Kendal, because very recently when 


his attention was drawn to the fact that the Kendal Grammar 
School was in need of a new laboratory ani art room, fitted 
up with recent improvements to comply with the standard of the 
Board of Education, he very readily volunteered to bear the entire cost 
of equipment, which, roughly oipeaking, was a thousand pounds. He 
(Alderman Monkhouse) did not them to confer the freedom upon Mr. 
Pennington on that ground, but he felt that when they had a distinguished 
townsman like Mr. Pennington who had made his mark it would bea 
gracious thing for the corporation to confer the freedom of the borough 
upon him. Alderman T. Wilson seconded, and said it would be a 
gracious way to acknowl the services which Mr. Pennington had 
been able to render, not to his native town, but to the profession 
which he adorned. From all he had heard, Mr. Pennington was 
well deserving of the high honour which the corporation proposed to 
extend to him. Mr. Busher supported the motion, which was Fe pe | 
carried, and Aldermen Wilson and Monkhouse and Messrs. Busher 
Littlewood were appointed a committee to arrange the details in connec- 
tion with the matter. 








Waanine to Inranpine Hovse Purcuasers anp Lussezs.—Before 
c or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary som independently Tested and 
Reported 7. For terms a E> e Sanitary Engineering Co. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel : Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
RESULT OF SALE, 
Bavensrons, Lirs Powaciss, &o, 


Messrs. H. BE. Fostxn & Cranrietp held their usual Periodical Sale, No. T22, at the 
Mart, Tokenh yard, E.C., on Thursday laxt, when practically every Lot offered was 
disposed of. sae Scevauns ore comme of the results :— 
ABSOLUTB REV: N to one-fifth of about £10,000; lifeéS  .., Sold £800 
8U! ‘CO ME—about £142 per annum ; life a wi wo Sa 
_ - 
"ge 














RPLUS IN 
POLICI8S OF ASSURANCE: 
000 im the Scottish Widows; lifeddé .. 3 ... wm 
in the Imperial ; . ‘ we 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, Aug. 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luursp 1x CHANCERY. 

Gzorcz Tromas Waker & Co, Lun tep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 15, to 
seod their names and addreeses and particulars of their debts or claims, to Waiter 
Tempest, Park row. Leeds, solor fur liquidator 

Hazzis Birtz Maes zivz, Lirrep—Petn for windieg up, presented Aug 21, directed to 
be heard before Byrne, J., on Oct 28. Young & Uo, Ely pl-ce. solors’ for petners. 
ee of ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock ia the after- 


noon of Oct 
Isaac Forta & Co, Lim:trp—Petn for winding up, presented July 28 directed to be heard 
at the Court House, st, Manchester, on Sept 16. Orrell, St Ann st, Marchester, 
pes for hye’ Notice of appearing must reach the above-pamed not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 15 
Lze’s ADVERTISING 4cency. Liurrze —By an order made by Ea’y, J. dated Aug 20, it 
was ordered that the v luntary winding up of the agency be cootanued, Miller & 
Bteele, 8t 8Stephen’s chmbrs. Telegraph st, s A for petoers 
Moor Steam Trawiixe Co. Linirzo—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 25. to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Colin 
Gardner, 7, Grosveror place, North Shields Butchinson. North Shields, solor 


Oarzs, Ixonam., & Sons, Limitap = ae are required, on or before | 
, together with particulus of their debts or | 


send their rames and af 
claims, Pos George Walker, Lingala "Dpovedn, Bradford. Marehali, Halifax, solor for 


Rosgrt Assot & Co, Liutep (1x Votuntary Liquipation) — Creditors are required, on or 

e Oct 10, to send their nemes and addreeses. the particulars “of their debts or 

dine, to Mr. William Sandoe, Market Parade, Gloucester. Langley-Smith, Gloucester, 
solor for liquidator 

Saxe Tivoui sxp Poranicat Ganpens Limrtap—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 

10, tty. their names and addresses, and the particulars of their deSts or cl.ims, to 

illiam Rowley Sutton, 69, Oidham rd, Manchester, Addleshaw & Co, Manchester, 
solcra to liquidator 

Tue Memorociran end Fuxgcrric Tractioy a Luarep (ix Ligurpation) — 
, on or b+fore Sept 80, to send their names and addresses, and 
paricolas of of their debte or claims, to W. E Mandelick, Hamilton House, Vi:toria 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 2, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorsp m Caanorey. 

Axyero-Onrextat Carpet Mayvractunine Co, Limitsp—Creditors sre required, on or 
before Oct '8, to send their nsmes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to Frederick A tus Hargreaves, 7, Grimehaw st Burnley 

Cressy Baorsens & Co. Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 28, to send 
their names snd adéresses and the particu’ais of their debts or claime, to George Harry 
Lawton, 14, Brown st, Manchester 

>. 8 Iuvestugnt Synpicate, Liurrep—reditors are required, on or before Oct 17, to 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Andsew ‘A. Gillies, 46, Brown st, Manch ster. Sale & Co, Manchester, solors for 


Quavews Bustacrsyt, Limitep (1x Liquipatron)—Creditors are required, on or befere 
Sept 30, to eend their names snd addresses, together with full ticulars of their debts 
or claims, to William Chariton Forster, 18, Grainger st West, Newcastle upon Tyne 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


Last Day or Criarm. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Aug, 15. 


Bazxen, Many, Sheffield Sept 30 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

HATES, eee Toton, Notts, Farmer Sept 24 Marriott, Nottinghem 

Briacxmax, Fanny, Ramegate Nov18 OA &T Danie!, Remegate 

Boppetr. WittiaM a Catford o-~* 96 Miller & Co, Saiters Hail ct 

Boppy. Groner, Egham. Surrey Senior & Forbavk, Bichmond, Surrey 

BrooxssaNk, Unian, Bitchin, Fruit aun Rept 30 Woot & Wootton, Fish et hill 

CuaRgieswortH Sornia, Btaly e Beptié Ives, Stalybridge 

Dats, Jony, Aritbington. Yorks Fept8 fertt & Turnbull. Leeds 

a Davip Ricuagp, Glan Conway, Denbigh, Farmer Sept 23 Porter & Amphlett, 
‘lonway 

Dex. Cuanczs, Bort castle, Solicitor Sept! Tweed & Overton, Borncastle 

Seay, See eunens, Esin Chow, Shansi, China, Missionary Jan19 King & Co, Queen 


Dasvez, Cant Avcust, Kingston upon Hull, Painter Sept 1 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 
Daixnzwartesr, Lovis Groncz, Steckport, Cotton Doubler Oct 16 Smith & Fort, 


Luymonz, see Czci, Nawton Grange, Yorks Oct 1 Trower & Co, New sq 


Faiox, out Self rd, Publican Sept12 Aston & Co, Manchester 

Fenner, Evizaneru, Menchester Sept 11 Webster, St Helens 

Fistpuovuse, Meszes Accmb. pr York, Farmer Bept 18 Cundall, York 

FizmmcG Jaxz Isaperta, Windermere Septll Moeer & Sone, — 

Foorz. Sipyzy, Bosecmte, Southampton, Builder Sept 18 Tattersall & fon, 


t, Mon, Hotel Proprietor Sept 30 Moore, New Mon 
ley, Worcester Sept 30 Briand & Oo, Sirmingbatn 





Gises, Witiian, Ne 
@avavnst, Joszrn, 





GREAVES, Jou Henzr, Wi nr Manchester, Ci Merchant Oct 1 Bullock 
bm » Withington, , Cigar 


GuirFiTHs, *WiLuiaM Hewry, Dudley £16 Smith & Co came 

Boas, THomas te Wueeves, Kast India Dock rd, Trav Sept 18 Gowing, 
pvmo' 

Harpy, Susan Repreary, Heaton Norris, Lancs Aug 30 Oldham, Stockport 

Hagzison Jonn Apo.pxsvus, Low Fell, Durham, Shipowaer Sept 15 Mather & Dickinson, 

Newcastle upon Tyne 

Hatton, Wary Ans, Highbury New Ht J Sept 25 Boulton & Co, aga ery 8q 

HeprivstatL, Frepesick Normanton Joiner Sept 27 Mason & Co, Wakefield 

ty James Pen ith, Cumberland, Butcher Sept 15 Little & Lamonby, 

earl 


Heyeate, Witu1am Uswin, Loughborough, JP, DL Gxt 12 Lee & Co, Westminster 

Hicks, CHARLOTTs, Westm2on. Southamptoa "bet 1 Tamplia & Co, aaa st 

Hon. Lavonia, 8: uth Kens: Oct 1 Randall & Son, thall bid; 

Jeavons, Wittiam MILLasp ufort st, Fulham rd, Hairdresser Sept 15 Cooper & 
Bake, Portman st, Portman sq 

Kearns, THomas, Newton, Chester, Carrier Aug 3) Brooks & Co, Hyde 

naam Nawas Mieza Hasan Axi St James’ pl Sept5 Abbas Kuli Khan, care of King 


Co, P. 1 
Seieent Ayn, Shipley S-pt23 Gardiner & Jeffery, Bradford 
Knox ®pwarp, Wallsend, Northumberi+nd, Eleumed Viciualler Sept 10 Chartres & 
Youll Newerstle uzon Tyne 
cae > Vicror, Lower onton, Wheelwright Sept13 Pumfrey & Son, Paternoster 


Sener, | Hannan, Macclesfield Oct 18 Hibbert & Westbrook, Manchester 

Lucas, THomasin, Birmingham Sept '2 GS & H Brandon, ‘Brnex st, Strand 

MiuvER, Jutia Mary, Bath Oct 15 Wansbrough & C», Bristol 

Moors, Joun Not ing Hiil, Handy “. A B-hrend, Sur.ey st 

Morzis, GzorGE Humpneey, Eali: g Garsets, Gt 7 ames Ky Bedford ro ¢ 

Oates Many, Dewsbury Sept 12 % pony! & Mough, Dewsbury 

Oares. THOMAS, Bristol, Bookseller Sept30 Tarr & Sons. Bai.tol 

*:aorTT, Colonel ARTHUB, Bath Oct1 Rooke & Macdonald, B.th 

Bocenrs, CHARLES, Harrow, Inokeeper fe ge & Co, Watford Herts 

Simz, ALEXANDER, Jayanca, ey a &T Martin & Vo, Liverpool 
Dudley 


Smart, Jonny, Dudley Sept 16 
her Fo ong C L Smith, Lincoln’s inn fie‘ds 


SMITH, James HEsEvrine. Kensington 

SrorxK, Tsomas Leeds 1 Markland 

TayLor, Ropert, Cullercoats, Northumberland, Pebemees Sept 18 Rihaidson & 
Eider, Newcast'e u; ‘tyne 

TILLEY, body emg Black Hi'l, , Cashier Sept13 Richardson & Elder, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Twerpatse, Mary Anns, Forest Hill, Kent Sept15 Du Bois Coleman st 

VaLuentiIn, Joun MAxmMiLien, Farobam Sept 30 Drake & Co, Rood la 

Watrsr Tuomas, Giavesend, Barge Owner Oct1 Hatten, Gravesend 

Warp, Evwanzp, Northampton cept 10 a & Pace, Northampton 

Waitakesr, Joun, Cross Bille, Yorks, 8! ti — a ey 

WHITTAKER, # ILLIAM, Buncorn, Chester fept 2 

® oop, Freperics, King’s Cross rd, House P a4 Nov 1 Oliver, Fiosbury pv.ot 

London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Aug. 19. 

AppLesEr, WiLL14M Penprep, Hampstead rd, Wine a arpa Oct 1 Forbes, Queen et 

Barreto, Aenes, Pecsham Kye Novl Gates, 

Bicxersta¥F¥. Grace Loce B1izasertu, Chelsea Oct 2 Field & Co, Lincoln’s ina fields 

BsitcH rman, Mary, Pullozhill, Beds Sept6 Sharman & Trethewy, Ampthi 1, 

Brown. Magy, Preston Aug 26 Thompson & Oakey, Preston 

Carron, Emma Oates, Liverpool ~—e 25 aor Liverpool 

Ovank-Hatt, Jonny, t Oct 1 Martin & Co, Limavady, Londonderry 

Davies, CHaBLES JosEPu, South Kensigton Novt Wynne & Son, New ct, Carey st 

Day, CuanLorre Ricnarps, Wedmore. Somerset Aug 30 Smith & Burrough, Wedmore 

Dean, Frank, Crewe, tter Oct 7 Dew & sons, Sandbach, Cheshire 

Dean, Magy, ‘Crewe Oct 7 ys st & 5 ee, Sandbich 

Epxins, Euity, Reading Sept 16 Martin & Martin, Keading 

FargoLovues, Jouy, Geytee, oe we Manchowter Sept 830 Powel!, Manchester 

ance, Many, Honle AJmondbury, Yorks Sept 90 Hall & Co, H 

Garey, Tom. Stoughton, Wed 29 Smith & Burrough, Wedmore 

Haaeirt, ]saBetua, Hyde Park +7 lt. Few & Co, Surrey st, Str 

Haznis. Joun, Swansea Aug 29 Lioyd & Rowlands, -_ ~" 

Beat ey, Louisa Any, Moseley, nr Birmingham Sept 17 hag 7! &Co, oo Winchester st 

Hespersoy, AMELIA, Waterloo, Gincs Oct 1 Wright & Co, Liverp 

Hii, Emma, Shepton Mallet Sept13 Norton, bevy 

Hoox, Mary ANN, Sept 11 

Hurouiysos, T Homas, Sunderland Gent 80 ‘Storey, Sunderland 

KipwELu, 4L¥FRED Epwarp, Rochester, Auctioneer $15 Wood & McLellan, Chatham 

Mavunp, Joun Osxuey, Curzon at, Mayfair Novl P & Read, Ironmonger In 

Most, Saucer, Wigan, Engineer pes td Grabam, Wigan 

Mitten, Jutia Mary, Bath Oct 16 & Oe, Bristol 

Mitten, Many Janz, * Chorlton upon Mellok chester - 80 font, Manchester 

Rustoy, Wit114m, Belbroughtoa, Worcester 10 Loft, 8 7: 

8r Amory, Cart Ceci, — Cairo, Fgypt Sept 18 Sutton & Gt Winchester st 

SINGLETON, Esau, sol Aug 30 ae & Sen, Blackpool 

Spescer, Annrz, Blackp sol, Lodging house Keeper Aug 30 Fietcher & Son, Blackpool 

Sroxes, Tuomas Jabez, Fioore, Northampton, Piumber Sept 29 Amos, Floore 

TAYLOR, CHABLES WARMsLEY, Rea , Merchant Septié Martin & Martin, Reaiing 

Tayiog, THomas Puiwip, Blackpool, urateur Aug 30 Fietcher & Son, B ackpool 

Tomiyy, Many, Hampton Court Palace, H Housekeeper Oct 381 Skewes-Cox & Co, 
Lancaster pl. Strand 

Tupor, Frances, Harwood, nr Bolton Sept16 Dawlin & Co, Bolton 

Vixz, Joux, South Molton, ‘Devon Oct 283 WJ Webb, c o Crosse, South Mo! 

Woopueap, Witiiam, Elmton, Derby, Licensed Victualler Bept 29 ‘Alderson & Co, 


Wariaeust, Bicnarp, Rainbill, Lance, Baker oo 5 5 ow eed 
Younez, Owey, Sheffield, Razor Setter Sept 2 Eaton, Sheffield 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette,—Tuzspay, Aug 26, 
FIRST MEETINGS, a, 


‘nom 7aomae Beaiiest, Spin “0 
| mor row, Brad Rec, 19, Exchan: . 
—_ Bovown, Ba Ba'sall Heath, a ode 


Railway app, London 


11 174, Cornoration : Bept 4 at 12 he High st, 


at, 
Baz, Pe ANTHONY es Da Taare i. Lod ma Epwarp 
house Keeper Sept 8 at oy ~ | 24, Haliwey app. 
Brvsox, eons’ ra bs Chevhire, Civil Engin: Bus earmon, iaeie + and 
° » ms D eer eld w 
Sept 8 y fy om st, Manchester Emsox, Wi, 8w biton 
w+ Rhos, Beebon, Denbigh, Lon 
Rept 8 at 12 pt chmbrs, or hud row, eg 


Br Groncz, 
"Dagens 


Bout 
ning Overlooker Sept3 at | Croox, Cuanizs Hany, ie, Cate Sept Sat3 Off 
Birmingham, Furnisher Davies, Tuomas GLENNON, bt Pentre, Glam, Tailor 


| Crarx, Gores, Futton, Bee Sept 8 at 12£0 24,| Hicks, Atsent Onnistorsen Dawes, Bexhill, Architect 


Bept 9 at 1080 County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, 


Coopzgr, Joun JONATHAN a Odiham, South- Hastings 
wilder Sept 4 at 8 Off Rec, 172, "High st, | Horn, Watrer Epwarp, Hove fats at 12380 Off Ree, 


London Bridge 
taffe, Laundry Propristor 
B ham 


t Builder Sept 4 
, Merthyr Tydfil til Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 


Painter Sept 2 at | Jaues, Witiiam Awevuary, and Roszxr T Kwiaar, 
Fp nag Goecers Sept 2 at 12 185, High st, 


ridge 
‘olice Pensioner Sept 3 at 11.30 Merth 


yr 
Jonxs, wry Opler, Lines, B Lines, Tai‘or Sept 8 at12.156 Off 


Sept 2at 1 24, Railway app, Bee, 4 


don Bridge 

ieee, Gzorcz, Knaresborough, Watchmaker Sept 5 
Devon, at1216 Off Rec. Legg maatg 8 York 

Bept 4 at 10.20 Ot Bec in circus, | Gonz, Joux Lawzexce, Hove, Hotel 





Jonzs Was prt yon Bresen, Newsagent 
Sept 8at 12 185, High st, Merthyr Tydil . 


Set q | Keanrox, Witt14m Saw, Berwick on a Tweed, ey Con- 
tractor Sept 2 11,45 Messrs A L & JA Miller, 


at 
at 11.80 Off Bec, Mallet, Bont et, Butcher _ * P Bank bldgs, Sandgate, agg on a ad 


Murtor Colliery, Durhs Hatcuzs, Jos, Shepton 
Bee, 25, John st. Gunderland at 11.45 Off Reo, 26, Baldwin 





at 12 
Brooke, Joszru, Barkby, Letcoster, Builder Qat | H Jous E tot bead “teks 2 at 12. 
of . x Bept ENDy, Jou = sate Sept 30 


Lesmays, Samvgn Wim, Doncaster, 
ia Bept 2 at 11 “og Rens Bond ter, Wake: 





ad wa awa ae OP me 


Aa?’ 


a a ee a a. 


rpool 
ds 
jon & 


castle 


ter st 


‘tham 
n 
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Luoyp, Ropar, Bhyl, Flint, Confectioner Sept 2 at.12 
ate row, Chester 

Loty, Viceror Davin, and > Epwazrp Coss. Man- 

¢ a \vertising ts Sept 8 at 8 Off Rec, 


Muwn GrorGz, a Lines, Farmer Sapt 2 at 12 
Of Ree, Fi n, Sheffield” ™ 


Pace, Joun yo ty ‘Densaten , Licensed Victualler Sept 
2at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree ia, Sh: ffield 

Rissens Grorce Joszra, Bectentam, Baker, Sept 3at t 
24. Railway app, London Bri: 

Rix, Faeperick, ome Sept 9 at 11.30 
Couaty Court Office, 24, Camb: rd, Hastings 

Rosixson, Wituram, Ki Oyeto Maker Sept 
2at 12 Of Hes, Bridge Northen 

Rocernrs, Toomas, Yorks, Printer Ment 4at3 Off 

Reo, Bank chats, ro itr 

——-> BGE HurLock, og? Hants, lor Sept 
9at8 Off Rec, Cam st, Portsmouth 


SuitH, CxaRies Sanps Newars, No icensed Victualler 

Bept Bati2 Of Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nutting- 

Smita, me, Winttay, and Wii. Sraviey Textox, B:lham 
Sept 3at 11.30 24, Railway app. London 

Srrona Grorce. Wallasey Vi lage, Chester, Butcher Sept 
8 at 12.30 Off Rec, 35, Victo: a st, Liver, 

Taytor, JonN Wituiam, Leods Sept 2 at 11 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Tuomas. Russ Gorixe, a oe av, Solicitor Sept 8 at li 
Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Waez, Tuomas, Lipson, P mouth. Caretaker Sept 2 at 

6, Athens am ter, Plymouth 

Watxen, Tomas, Bedwort Warwick, Coal Miner 
Sept 8 at 1030 Off Rec 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Wanuvnst, Txomas Kiva, — | In, Solicitor Bent 4 at 
11. B prey bldgs, Carey 

Warne, Jonx pene Small Heath, Birmiagham, 
Pianoforte Dealer Sept 8 at11 174, Corporativa st, 

Wittiams, Witu1ay, Tiatern, Mon, Grocer Sept 4 at 11 30 
Off sec, Westgate chmbrs, tg Mon 

Wirson, Marrnuew, Batley, Yorks, Tailor Sept 4 at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

ALDRIDGE. JosEPH, pny a Greengrocer Wakefield 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

AnpERsox, WitL1Am, King’s rd, Camden Town, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet J aly 15 Ord Aug 21 

Bars, Harry Antony, Stoke Damerell, Lodging house 
Ke-per Plymouth Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Bigp, Groner, Woodleigh, nr v1 hee foun, Labourer 
Bxeter Pct Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

BrapstTREET, WILLIamM Henry, yl are Painter 
GtGrimsby Pet Aug 20 Ord A 

Brooxe, Joserx, ——,. Lalembens Builder Leicester 
Pet Aug 22 Ord A 

Brown, ARTauR pen dng Hall pl, Paddington, Solder 
Manufacturer High Uourt Pet Aag2 Ord A 


uf 

Bupp, Jouy, Cornhill, Clerk High Vourt Pet Soa 8 

Ord Aug 23 

Ouapman, Joan Baynes, Broadstairs, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury Pe: Aug 23 O:d Aug z 

Cage, eae, Sutton, Plumber Crvydon Pet Aug 15 


Gusti hate Maashesten, Builder Manchester Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Onoox, ae S Haszry, Bolton, Carrier Bolton Pet Aug 

Aug 2 

me. Fravois , re Leongartha, Victoria, Australia 
High Court Pet Dec 20 Ona any 33 

Done pa Lym Samer Painter Guildford 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 22 

a Groras, Knaresborough, Watchmaker York 
Pet Aug 2i Ord Aug 21 

Evans, Wiis, Piliey, Boldre, P ae Grocer 
Southampton vig = LN Ord Aug 

age Joun, Dudley, Brewer ~_— Pet July 21 Ord 


me, Ferperick, Clacton on Sea, Greengrocer 
Colchester Pet Aug 23 Ord A Aug 23 

Heypy, Joun Epear, Holyhead, Clerk Bangor Pet 
Aug 2l Ord Aug 21 

JounstTonE, Jonny, Carlisle, Draper Carlisle Pet Aug 22 


ug 
JonzEs, prams - ae nr Swansea Swinsea Pet Aug 21 
Ord Aug 2: 


Kern, Witesan Votyey, Croydon, Decorator Croydon 
Pet July 19 Ord Aug 21 
Lanerorp, ALFRED anaes eon, Printer High 


Court Pet A’ Ord Aug 20 
Sausage Manufacturer 


Lewi 7S STANLEY, site, 
ells Pet Aug2 Ord A 
MoMgcuan, SamvuEt — ‘Higher Broughton Salford 
Pet July 29 Ord Aug 21 


Morrow, —_ = Waren Trevitr Sampson, 
seo Osh Warrington y 
A 
Mesa” Tromas, 
Pet July 43 Ord Aug 23 
Pures, ouen Vincent, and Marrazw Heyry Evans, 
xton, Dragers High Court Pet July 18 


Putume, Exisea, Le hool Proprietor High 


eytonstone, 
Vourt Pet June 18 Ord A 
—~¥> Warnes. yee Pato Maker Bedford 


July 29 Ord Aug 23 
Sasson, yd Wittiam, Leeds Leeds Pet Aug 22 Ord 


ug 

Tayior, THomas Pama Cannock, Baker Walsall Pet 
Aug 22 Urd Aug 22 

big Samury Wippowson, 


Croydon, 
wise Pet July 24 Ord dug 21 
Waipanovss ENRY iz Mancue, Old Quebec st, bwin] 
= Horses High Court Pet May10 Ord 


Wns, MartrTHEew, yy Yorks, Tailor Dewsbury Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Dossoy, Frepsaick Witiiam, Leeds Lreds Adjud March 
8, 1898 Annul July 25, 1902 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
wer a Halifax, Slater Halifax Pet Aug?3 Ord 
Beary, > Epwakp, B>ltoa, Priater Beadfori Pet 
aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Buacxmore, Geney James. M , Glam, Tea M:srchsat 
Cav.iff me: oo Ord Au tang 19 
Brows, Pattir, Ba t Bisth Pet Aug 25 
Ord aug 
Carey, Josera, Barrow in Furness, —_ Dealer 
Garrow ia Furness Pet Aug a Ord A 
Crank W T Sek tects st, Keatish Town High , = Pet 
Aug 25 
op, Somerset, Saddler 
Comrort, hae eee a on the a Laaca, 
Bricklayer et A’ i oor Ord Aug 
Dickenson, James, Paper st, Cross st, Mantle Mvnu- 
facturer High Court Pet July 22 Ord 
Haves, Epwazp, Coventry, Slater Co 
Ord aug 26 
Fiera. Epwarp Darien, Tobacconist Dewsbury Pet 
aug 26 Ord =. 
FLEMING, a and Joun Fiemme, Windermere. 
Westmorlaad, Builders Kendal Pet Aug 27 Ord 
PT ng! Joun THowas, Sonam, Kent, Buildsr Roch- 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 2 


Hit, sen, Brackeatel, Derby, Farmer 
et Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
ogton, Bootmrker 


Hotianp, Eaxest Brvurk.ve, ae 
Ki Sarrey Pet Aug % 

Hovtt, Ricnagp. Doncaster, y +. hee Se Pet Aug 
26 Ord sug 26 

ae ~ F "rn preszaemmamaes Crewe Pet Arg 25 


LaBKaamM ~_ Reading, Insurance Agent Readiag 
Aug 28 Ord Aug 26 
Waiter Scarborough 


Aug7 
beg ay + 
Exeter 


Luiewsz.tiyn, Henry, Aberayon, Grocer Aberavon Pet 
Avg 25 Urd Aug 26 
Luioyp, Frsaycis THomas, Gilwern. Brecon, Builder 
ar Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 25 
Luioyp, Rosert, Waenfawr, Bettws Garm on, Carnarvon, 
Q Bangor Pet aug 26 at Aug 26 


Pet Aug 2i Ord Aug 21 
PasHLes, cot Loyp, Bary 8t Bama, Baker 
Bury 8t Edmunds Pet Aug 27 Ord A’ 
Prysick, Harais, Birmingham, Tailor Birm' Pet 
Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
— > ware rd Greenwich Pet Aug 1 


26 
Rotrs, Many, E.uist Dennamu Rotre, and Roserr ALEx- 
thampton, Grocers South- 
Pet Aug 26 Ord anug23 
Witi1am, Aolcoombe Brook, nr Ramsbot*m, 
Coal Merchant Bolton Pet aug 18 Ord 


Aug 25 
Banas, Benz ancy, Brighton, Carrier Brighton Pet Aug 
—_, Faeuan’ Norwich, P ag Manufacturer Norw'ch 


Aug 27 Ord Aug 
Goatees GrorGE iin Old sq, Lincola’g ica, 
— at Law High Court Pst July Ord 


Aug 
Tuomas 2 Jos] pam, Temgedt, Wine Merchant Preston 
ct 
Temuinson, JEROME, Fie ewo0d, Lancs, Railway Guard 
Preston Prt Aug 27 Ora “yi 
Vaueuan, Exizasers, Staunton, Glos, Farmer rm 
Mon Pet augi4 Ord Aug 27 
Warennouse, Wituiam Francis Brancu, ‘w~ 6 
. Uarpenter Rocosester Pet Aug a ar 25 
Wrspes "Henry, Cardiff, am, 58 , Baxer 
Cardiff Pet 


Aug 27 ‘ord Aug 27 
Westiry, Curistorner, Hunstanton, Norfolk, Saddler 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 22 


a 
Witu1ams, Owen Luoyp, Liannor, Carnarvon, Ion- 
w . ataaniee Pat Aug 23 Ord ang 
I8EMAN, JOHN, Middlesbrough, Fruiterer dlesbrough 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 28 
inca notice substituted for Rat pied te he 
London Gazette of Aug 26 
Morton, Wares, and WatrTsr tom Saurson, 
i Kngineers Warrington Pet 
Aug 22 Aug 22 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Avprives, JosErs, wale. Greengrocer Sept 5 at 11 
a... 6, Bova ar ‘ase Sept 10 at 2.39 Off Reo, 
ARRETT, SaM, lax. 
Towghall chmbre, Halifax 
Brarry Seecaneal Epwanp, a Printer Sept 9 at 11 
Off Ree, 81, Manor row, Bradfoz 
Buiacxmore, Henny James, . Glam, Tea Merchant 
Sept 9at12 Off Reo, 117, Ss at, 
Baapstaxet, Wituiam Henny, . Painter Sept 
6atill Rec, 15, Oa! 
om Sea, Kent, Coal 
“Castle at, Oaaterbury 


ti oat a Ott 
poet g ats Balop, Grover Sept 6 at 8 





BOTT a erated 


Bay Aug % ‘ 


aay a Wim, and nates James | 





Canvwaicut, Cuances, Le Fishmonger Sept 5 at 11 
vilion 
of 4, Pa bidgs, Brighton 


CLatwo oo, os 

Be roari08o © Of Be 8, Bodf zd cious 

Dicksnsox, gy . a anufacturer 
taptey lass, Carey 

Drag, Tuowas and Hareyr Westwoop, Birmingham, 

Grocers SeptS at 11 174, Vorpsration st, Birming- 


Eaves. f Epwarp, Coventry, Provision Daaler Sept 12 at 12 
Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
oe Wiiu1am, ree: Hants, Grocer SeptSat3 Of 


Gactept bata [See -depeeaete 
toat Y on Ses 
ot , CLEMENT am, Norqich, ate Merchant 


Sept6atii Off 

Hartiey, Heasert, Panter my 10 at 12 

off vteteene Halifax 

JouxsTONE, JOHN, “arlisie, Draper Sept 9at12 Off Rer, 
34, Fisher st, Car.isle 

Lo Tomas Henry Sheffield, Drysalter Sept 5 at 12 

"Off Ree, Figtree In Sheffield 

Mon ivairiagton’ Misctrost Ruginecre apt 6 st 250 Of 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

aa qn ~_ 

Rec, enum ymouth 

oumenn Wituau Heseyr, Builder Segt 10 
atil 9, Ki-g ° Maidstone 

Panxes, : B. J —_ Glam, Butcher 

atlz Reo, Mary Cardiff 

me Joun, Mateley, Salop, Inakeeper Sept 
i7at 1 couaty Court Offics, 

Roovey, ba Ho\combe bg 3, Coal “54 
=. Sept 6 at 10.30 Off Rec, 19, eteage © 

Rosgysere, Louis, 


Gigher Broughton, Salford, Jeweller 

Sept 5at 3 Ont Beer Sane Manchester 
Savers, Bervamin, B “ier Sept6at10.8) Of 
be Gane, Suton, Siaker 


Oil Dealer Sept 5 at 





ee Saal tien ah tk = hee 

ba 

Srorrie.p, Georczs Henseat, Sindarin + Poa Ry 
Barrister at Law Sept lo at U1 "Kaukraptey blige, 


Carey st 
TaraxeLt, a, Liverp»ol, a Merchant Sep’ 16 
ati2 Off Reo, 35, Viewria st, Liverpool 
Watantocss, Witiiam Faascis Branca, Bexley Heath, 
t, Carpentr Sept 16 at 12 115, High at, 
Yuomay, ey Scarborough, Cabinet Maker Sept 5 
at 11.30 74, Newborough, Scarborough 
Amended no‘ics fae seen de fa 
London Gazette of Aug 


Bava, CHRISTOPHER a Sa ox, Tpewich Sept 1 at 230 
Rec, 86, Princes st, Ipswich 


aaaak & Ge 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Tobaxconist Wrer- 
ham Pet Jay 30 aug 
aw — ig Ord Aug 3 ae Glam, Tea Merchant 
— we, Fanci, Pot ote wi Bath Pet Aug 23 
CaBLEy, pl Barrow in Farness, Machine Driller 
Barrow io Furness vo Regt t Ord Aug 25 
Canter, “auve., Salem, nr Oldham, Butener 
Pet Juiy 24 Ord « 
Canes, ord aug aT Fishmonger Lewes Prt. 


Augz3 Ord Aug 26 

Cratwortsy, THomas, Devcon, Somerset, Sadd'er 
Exeter Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 24 

Comrort JETaRo SAMUEL, St Anne’s on the Sea, Lancs, 
Bricklayer Preston Pet 4ug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Coorze, Joux JoxatHan Biauixenam, Odinam, South- 
amptov, Builder Winchester Pet Aug 19 Ord 
Aug 25 

Corsertt, #xepeaicx, Worcester, Solicitor Worcester Pet 
Aug8 urd Aug 26 

Cowz.L, Epwix Aveustivs, Tottenham, Commerci id 
fraveller Kdmonton Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 25 

Save) rs Uvveatry, Slater Coventry Pe aug 25 


Passes, Wintsax Someen, Balham Wandsworth P.t 
aug 
Finn WARD, Dowsbary, Tobacconist Dews>ury Pet 
aug urd A! 


Fiemine, Winans and Jom JouNn Ro. my Windermere, 
} a ae Pet Aug 2 Ora 


27 
a Joux Tsomas, Sheerness, Kent, Builder 
x Pet Aug2? Ord aug 27 
Harcues. Jos, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Butcher Wells 
Pet July 8) urd Aug 35 
Hovtt, Ricaaro, , Inventor Sheffield Pet Aug 
Ord Aug 2° 


25 
ee Crewe, Fruiterer Crewe Pet Auz 
a 
Jor 5 a out, 
July 256 Ord Aug 25 


Laexaam, Hevey, 
Pet Aug 2¢ Ord A’ 











744 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Sept. 6, 1902. 








TO ieedegar Pot Ang 26. Ord Aug 38 
legar ug 
ne ong Bettws Garmon, Carnarvon, Quarryman 
gor g ug 26 
Miscurs, Witt1am, Nailbridge, Drybrook, Glos, Grocer 
Gloucester Pet Augil Ord Aug 27 
Orrewitt, Witi1am Henry, Builder Maidstone 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Parkes, GrorcEe he a Penarth, Glam, Butcher 
Cardiff Pet « == rd Aug 21 
Pasuier, Sexpert Lorn, Bury St a Baker Bury 
St Edmunds Pet Aug27 Ord A’ 
Rooxey, W1iu1am, Holeombe Brook, ‘Tan, Coal Merchant, 
Bolton Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug2? 
Sma, T aes Norwich, Boot Manufacturer Norwich 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
Turrcett, Epwarp, Formby, ome Metal Merchant 
Liverprol Pet July 28 Ord A 
cas * Joun Parker, ~~ eae ine > Mankant Preston 
Pet A Ord Aug 25 
Tomirseox, JzRome, Fleetwood, Lancs, Railway Guard 
Preston Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
Warternovse, Wittiam Francis Branca, 
Kent, Carpenter Rochester Pet aug25 O 
Wersser, Henney, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet p~4 7 
Ord Aug 27 
Westley, (HRISTOPHER, oe Saddler King’s 
Lynn Pet Aug? Ord A 
Wisemay, ~~} Middlesbrough, Fruiterer Middlesbrough 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Amended notice substituted for that in 
the London ~*~ of ost anes 
BrayBRook, Joun, Ringstead, Northampton, ; Coal Merchant 
Northampton Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
Amended notice substituted for that pata in 
the Lond 


ion Gazette of Aug 23 
Water, and WaAvrer 


a Fo aa, 


W Blosteten! REVIT gt 
Engineers arrington t 
Aug 22° Ord Aug 22 - P 


London Gazette.—Tvrspar, Bept, 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 

ARNOLD, Joszra. — Cheshire,Grocer Crewe Pet 
aug 2 Ord A 

Aspix, Heyry, hedien, Blacksmith Blackburn Pet 
Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Baxer, ALFRED Cuagtes, Gray’s inn rd, Manufacturer's 
4gett High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord A 

Bayer, ae Walsall, Metal Worker Waicall Pet 
Aug i1é Ord Aug 23 

Becxes, Georce Epwarp, and Hermayn Wacnen, Fen- 
charch st, General Shipping Agents High Court Pet 
4ug27 Ord ~~ 

— EL, Jeweller Truro Pet Aug 29 


ug 

Dasce, WiLL1am, Hockley, Nottingham Nottingham Pet 
Avg 27 Ord Aug 27 

Gray, Wit Jour, Bar nevose logan, Cornwall, Builder 
Trao Pes Aug 28 Ord aug 28 

Guitrvern, Wituam, Sparkbrook, Birmi my Coal 
Merchant Bi:mingham Pet Augi9 O ug 29 

Hapiex, Water Samvet, 8t Helen’s, Lanes. Glass 
Merchant Liverpool == Ord Aug 

Hast, Joux W.114m, Holeombe Brook, nr etheten, 
Indicator Maker ‘Bolton Pet Aug 30 Ord aug 30” 

Hazr & 10, Norbiton, Surrey Kingston, Surrey Pet 
Augil Ord Aug 30 

Hegitacz, Witiiam, Evesham, Shopkeeper Worcester 
Het aug 23 Ord Aug 28 

Ho.irsworrs, Sauvet, sepeborten, Yorks Ashton under 
Lyne Pet Augis Ord aug 26 

Witt, West Bromwich, Herbal Br: wer 
West Gromwi.h Pet Avg28 Ord Aug 28 

Lavoazp, Hezezet Bzoox, ord, Weltman Bra?ford 
Pet Aug 2+ Ord Aug 29 

La.uorr, Epwis, Worthing, Painter Brighton Pet Aug 
23 Ord Aug 2 

Larriz, Cuewtoruse, Whitley, Northumberland, Insur- 
ance Broker Newcastleon Tyne Pet Aug 16 Ord 


Chel | 


Mokrrox, 





Aug 27 

Mos, Mazexatt, Romford, Essex, Build 
Pet Juty 2 ‘Ora Aug a 

Noaxzs, Cuszces James, a Bootmaker © Reading 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 28 

O’Fazzrit, Hazwaevo Parzice Cvetis, —, Hants, 

"Portemouth Pet Aug 28 Ord a 

Osrouyz, ALrzep, Bournemouth, Cscle prim Poole Pet 
aug 3) Und Aug 3) 

Picxzrscit1t, Percy, Wakefield, Mineral jay 4 Manu- 
fecturer Wakefield Pet Aug 3) Ord Aug 

Ponrzz, Jauzs Brxzs, Poulton ie Fylde, Lance Pete 
Pea Aug i4 Ord Avg 29 

— a Ebow Vale, Mion, Coliier Tredegar Pet Aug 

aug 2 
ane anna Bedford Bedford Pet Aug 20 


Bolton, Mioesal Water Manu lacturer 

et Aug 2) Ord Aug 30 

Rozise, —_- Bcuthtes, Grocer Portemouth Pet Aug 
p) 


Aug 26 
—— Grorse Cane, Kingston upon Hull, Chemist 
tom upou Hull Pet Aug 28 urd aug 28 
Brissy, Waltee ALExanven, Uheltenham, Oil Merchant 
Unelven Pet aug (id Aug @ 
Bcecces, Grouse Fieuzz, Dunstable, Stationer Luton 
Pe Aug 2s Ord aug % 


G12, Aivert Hever. wood Green, Pianist Edmonton 
PA evg® O1d ang B 
Surru, Exxxet, and Exxzer Ronson, Walsall, Butchers 
Walesk PA aug? Ord aug v7 
—_ bed Hove, —_— Agent Brighton Pet 
2 ang 


Aug % 
Batcurre, Kuma, 
Koiton Pet 


Tus hallog asp _ ae Croruise Co, pean / Boa: Gronox Huawock, 
wept 9 at 12,30 


Cituurs Bhefficla Pet aug Ora Aug 
Tucuss, eS Ferncale, Giam, Tailor Pontypridd Pet 


aug Aug ts 
Tuouss, kowanv Grozcn, Bere Regia, Doreet Poole Pet 
Aug @ Ura aug@ 





T nit, Jony Foun, Bla am, Biactpecl, Wine ine Merchant Sept 11 
| nh OuN ee, 14," 

atl 
| AF “tein ne stiches & the 

















Three purposes provided 


MERRYWEATHERS’ 


COMBINATION OF APPARATUS FOR 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, . 
and WATER SUPPLY. 


for at One Minimum Cost. 
Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 





MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE 


«*London Brigade ”’ 


**Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from 
Hydrant Systems, from ~ 


SPECIAL SPRINKLERS 





FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 


Hand Fire Pump - 


(With which one person can attack a fire unaided, and by which three-fourths of Bu 
the fires in London are put out every year. 


Pressure Augmentors for High Buildings where water 
service is at low pressure. 

FOR LIFT 

Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS, 63, Long Acre, W.C., LONDON. 


FIRE APPARATUS 


£5 5 0 
= - £5 0 0 
= Lad £30 0 0 





SHAFTS. 








Tsomas, Ricnarp, Roseash, Devon, Farmer Barnstaple 
Pet Augi Ord Aug 30 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bakes, i Cuaries, Gray’s inn rd, Man 


Sept llatil Ban bidgs, Carey st 
BEckeER, a... 2 a and RMANN WaGneR, Fen- 
church st, General Shipping Agents Sept 10 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, at 


eae 

Brows, emir, Beth, Wine Merchant Sept 10 at 11.30 

Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Cn, Pde Gtew, Printer Sept 10 at 11 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
—- Jouy, Heaton Moor, Lancs, Builder Sept 10 at 

Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

ondeen, JzTHxo Samvet, St Anne’s on the Sea, Lancs, 
Bricklayer Septj 11 at 2.80 On Ree, 14, eCharel st, 


Cross & Co, Enfield, Builders’ Merchants Sept 11 at 12 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
Dasce WIi.ti4u, , Nottingham 
stle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Farmitoz, Nicnotas James, Birmingham, Butcher's 
ll at 12 174, ee st, 


Friars, a Dewsbury, Tob:cconist Sept liat3 Off 


a, Davin, es3 ee Lancs, Tailor Sept 11 at 11.45 

FosTzEs, Josera, Leeds, Tallow Merchant Sept 10 at 12 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Goopwis, Joux Tuomas, Sheerness, Builder Sept 15 at 


1215 116, st, 

Gray, Wituiam Jon Barncoose, Illogan, Cornwall, 
Builder Bept 11 at 12 Off Rec. Boscawen st, Truro 

—" Pin aa Bept 10 at 

Houruam, Faspericx ae Stamford Hill, Clerk 
Sept 10 at 12 Off Rec, 96, Temple chmbrs. Temple av 

Hortos, Witt14mM Bexry, Handsworth, Cab Driver Sept 
ltat 11 174. Corporation st, Birmingham 

ee cae Rapissxy, rr eg, a Merchant Sept 


Sine , a ANDEL, wood, Lancs, 
Tuner sonar Haxber, “Fleetwgod, Lance, Piano 





Preston 
er Atreep Exyzst, Walthamstow, Printer Sept 
ll at 1 bidgs, Carey st 
LzpGarp, a= BOOK, Bradford, Weftman Sept 10 
atil Off Kee, 31, Manor row, B: Bradford } 
Lz.uortT, kvwix, Wi Painter Sept 10 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, ton 
Rotrzs, Mary, Exissz Dexnax Roryz, and Bozgrr 
ALExanDER Kowrz, , Southampton, Grocers 
Boept 16 at 8 Of Bee, 172, in, High a Soutaanyion 
Roseiszy, Witt1am, Darwen, Lancs, Manager Sept 11 at | 
12 Off 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Surtu, Joux, Hove, Agent Sept 10atil Of | 
Hee, 4, Pavilion Brighton | 
Surtu, Tuomas, } No , Boot Manufacturer Sept 10 at | 
1.15 Uff Bee, 8, King st, Norwich 
Tes, WittiaM JAuEs, I ae eeeariaten Bept 10 | 


p= z fa gy _ 
OLD, Josurn, Davenh: Cheshire, Grocer Orewe 
Aug 2% Ord Aug 28 _ 





Asrrx, Henny, Blackburn, Blacksmith Blackburn Pet 


aug30 Ord Aug 30 
nm ALFRED CHABLES, Gray’sinn rd, eowinets 
hCourt Pet ae 29 Ord 


Boe, | —— Tr1:0, Jeweller True Bos Aug 29 
Cm es Accrington Blackburn Pet Aug 2 Ord 
28 
Epwarp, Milman Bedford row, 
Court Pet June 19 Ona aoe a7 
Croom, Joun WARD, JAMES Comyn Lewis KEwicut- 
Bruce, and James Szanicut Paincez, Stratford, 
Packing Case Makers High Court Pet July 29 Ord 
Aug 2 
Daxcry | a, Nottingham Nottingham 


ag 3 inet Cannas, Chancery In High Court 


aug 
Carter, GEORGE 
Builder 


Pet Ma Ord A! 

Fostzk, AR 5 w Merchant Leeds Pet Aug 
6 Ord aug 29 

Goag. Wiis Joux, aan, Cornwall), Builder Truro 

et Aug 28 Ora Aug 28 

me. ALTER Samust, St Helens, Lancs, Glass 
Merchant Liverpool Pet A F a is S 

Hast, Jony WIiti1aAmM —. nr Ramsbottom, 
Indicator Maker Pet due $0 Ged Ane 80 

a bay "Evesbasn, Bho keeper Worcester 


Angee Ord Aug 28 
Hossa, TLu1aM, West Bromwich, Herbal Brewer 
Bromwich Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

me... oo James, Dorking, Seedsaman Croydon Pet 
May 13 Ord wy hw 

LepGagp, Hzzseet one Bradford, Weftman Bradford 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 

Leuuert, Epwiy, Worthing Painter Brighton Pet 
Avg 28 Ord Aug 28 

MolIntosx, Fraxcis Hucu pve Mortimer, Chancery ln, 
Solicitor High Sourt Pet June9 Ord Aug 30 

Noakes, Cuanizs James, © ee 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 28 

ORygemn, Harwoop Parsics Curtis, Gosport, Hants, 

Tutor Portemouth Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Oszornz, ALFRED, Cycle ret} Poole 
Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Pickerscity, Pezcy, Wakefield, Mineral Water Manufac- 
turer Wakefield Pet aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Posen, annes, Danae, Tailor Birmingham Pet 
o ug 28 

Pose. damms, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Collier Tredegar Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Prosy, Davin Granvittz, Bedford Bedford Pet Aug 30 


Ord ana! 
Pussy, 3 » Brighton Brighton Pet April 23 Ord 


Senn, Kingston upon Hull, Chemist 

Hull Pet Aug 28 Ord ang % 

Bytanp, WALTER yoy Cheltenham, Oi! Merchant 
Cheltenham Pet A Ord Ang 23 

Savers, Bewsauin, ne dal Carrier Brighton Pet Aug 
26 Ord Aug 28 

Gunes, East, and Eawzsr rT Walsall, Butchers 


aleall Pet Aug 27 o- Au ae 
Tuomas, a= tdi ailor Pontypridd Pet 
aug 2 OrdA 


Wanuvner, oo in Gpeneeey In, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 28 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Bongecnen, Epwaap, Sete _ Seacbens gh Adjud 
Rov 20, 1806 Annul Aug 18, > 


| Bopixson, GuoncE 
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